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W e investigate ground state and nite tem perature properties of the half- lled H ubbard m odelon
a honeycom b lattice using quantum m onte carlo and serdes expansion techniques. U nlke the square
lattice, for which m agnetic orderexistsat T = 0 for any non—zero U , the honeycom b lattice isknown
to have a sam im etalphase at an allU and an antiferrom agnetic one at large U . W e Investigate the
phase transition at T = 0 by studying them agnetic structure factor and com pressibility using quan—
tum m onte carlo sim ulations and by calculating the sublattice m agnetization, uniform susceptibility,
soin-wave and single hole dispersion using series expansions around the ordered phase. O ur resuls

are consistent w ith a single continuous transition at U.=t In the range 4

5. Finite tem perature

signatures of this phase transition are seen in the behavior of the speci cheat, C (T ), which changes
from a twopeaked structure forU > U, to a onepeaked structure forU < U.. Furthem ore, the U
dependence of the low tem perature coe cient ofC (T) exhibits an anom aly at U Uec.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd,75.10Lp,7540M g

I. INTRODUCTION

T he two-din ensional Hubbard Ham iltonian has been
extensively studied as a m gdel of m etal{iInsulator and
m agnetic phase t:cansjtjonsgj] and also within the con—
text of system s such as the CuO, sheets of high tem -
perature supemonductors.['g:] In the square-lattice case,
at half- lling, nesting of the Fem i surface leads to a di-
vergent antiferrom agnetic susceptibility as the tem pera—
ture is owered, even for U = 0, and thus the ground
state is an antiferrom agnetic insulator at any non-zero
U . It is of interest to study cases where, instead, the
transition to the antiferrom agnetic phase occursat nite
U . In such a situation, for exam ple, i m ay prove possi-
ble to see ifthe M ott m etalnsulator and param agnetic{
antiferrom agnetic phase transitions occur separately. A

nie U, also m akes it m ore straightforward to study the
therm odynam ics at tem peratures above the T = 0 quan-—
tum phase transition, a question pertinent to experin en—
tal studies of such phase transitions.

T he two{dim ensional honeycom b lattice is one geom —
etry in which we can explore these issues. In this pa—
per, we investigate the properties of the half{ lled hon-
eycom b lattice H ubbard m odel using determ inant quan-—
tum m onte carlo and series expansionsm ethods. A fter a
brief review ofpreviouswork, we describe the m odeland
calculational approaches, and show data for a number
ofdi erent ground state properties that carry signatures
of the phase transition. O ur overall results are consis—
tent w ith a single continuous transition as a function of
U=t. W e then tum to the nite tem perature behavior of
the speci c heat to see how such a criticalpoint m ay be
re ected in this key experin ental property.

W hile the honeycom b lattice has U, non—zero, it is in —

isnon-interacting density of states has a special feature.
As shown in Fig. 1, N (!) vanishes linearly as ! ! 0,
so the system is a sem i{m etal (or alematively, a zero—
gap sem iconductor) at half{ 1ling. A s a consequence, at
weak coupling, the low tem perature behavior of the spe—
ci c heat is quadratic in tem perature, C = T?, instead
of the usual linear Femm i liquid dependence. At strong
coupling, when long range antiferrom agnetic order sets
In, the speci c heat will also be quadratic in T ow Ing to
the spn{wave excitations. How the speci c heat evolves
betw een these two regin es is an open question.

A oonsiderable body of work exists conceming the
ground state phase diagram . M artelo et al found that
within mean eld theory the M ott transition occurs be-
Iow an upper bound for the critical interaction strength
Uc~t 53.0]M eanwhil, their variationalm onte carlo
calculation suggested a lowerbound for the antiferom ag—
netic transition U=t  3:{/. They interpreted these re-
sults as a single transition from param agnetic m etal to
antiferrom agnetic insulator at U.=t= 4:55 05.

Baskaran et al EI] and Sorella et al [‘_3] studied the
m odel using the Random Phase Approxin ation which
gives U=t = 223 for the onset of antiferrom agnetic
order. A ssociated auxiliary eld quantum m onte carlo
@MC) sin u]atjons[_f']] using the ground state profc—
tion approach suggested U=t = 455 05. LaterQMC
work by Furukaw a f@'] on larger lattices and doing system
size extrapolations resulted In a som ewhat lower valie,
Ucs=t= 36 0i. Peres et al have recently studied the
phase diagram and m ean eld m agnetization of coupled
honeycom b layers as a function of 1ling, U=t, and inter—
layerhopping t%=t using the random phase approxin ation
and spin wave analysjs.ij.]

A s wih the square lattice Hubbard m odel, N agaocka
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FIG .1: The noninteracting density of states of the H ubbard
m odelon a honeycom b lattice. T his geom etry is bipartite, so
N (!) issymm etricabout ! = 0. T he vertical lines correspond
to lingsof 0.1, 02, 03, ::: The density of states vanishes
linearly at ! = 0 and has logarithm ic Van H ove singularities
at llings = 3=8 and 5=8. The bandwidth W = 6t.

lattice at strong couplings U=t> 12), ashasbeen inves-
tigated by H irsch usihg exact diagonalization on small
c]ustersb] and by Hanisch et al usinhg G utzw iller wave
ﬁmctjons.i_é]

W e conclude this introduction by noting that the H ub-
bard m odel on a honeycomb lattice has also been sug—
gested to be of interest for a variety of system s ncluding
graphite sheets, [4 and carbon nanotubes[ld], as we]l as
M gB, 6] and Pb and Sn on Ge(111) surfaces.fll] The
honeycomb lattice is also a 2/3 subset of the triangu-
lar lattice, and so the nature of spin correlations on the
honeycom b lattice has been considered as possbly rele—
vant to the properties of t:aang-u]ar lattice system s lke
Na,CoO , at appropriate dopings {12-]

II. THE HUBBARD HAM ILTONIAN,
DETERM INANT QUANTUM MONTE CARLO,
AND SERIES EXPANSION METHODS

W e study the Hubbard H am iltonian,
X
H = t
hiji
X 1 1 X
+ U (O E) (1g87" E)

i i

(czcj+c¥c.)

J 1

M + nip):

Here CZ (cj ) are creation (destruction) operators for a
ferm ion of spin on lattice site i. The kinetic energy
term Inclides a sum over near neighbors hi; ji on a twof
din ensional honeycomb lattice. W e denote by N the
num ber of lattice sites, and L the linear dim ension w ith
N = 2L?. The interaction tem is written in particlef

ling: thedensity = w+nui= 1 forallt;U and tem -
peratures T . W e choose the hopping param etert= 1 to
set the energy scale. N ote that the noninteracting m odel
has two D irac’ points K on the Femn i surface where
the dispersion relation is re]atjyjstjc,@] ie. the energy
grow s linearly with ¥ K 3

W e use the determ inant quantum m onte carlo m ethod
to m easure the properties of the H am jJtonjan.E[Z_%] In this
approach the partition finction is written as a path in-—
tegral, the Interaction tem is decoupled through the in-
troduction ofa discrete auxiliary H ubbard-Stratonovich’

e]d,lt_fél:] and the ferm ion degrees of freedom are traced
out analytically. The rem aining summ ation over the
Hubbard-Stratonovich eld is done stochastically. Since
the lattice is bipartite, no sign problem occurs at half-

lling. D ata were typically generated by doing several
tens of thousands of m easurem ents at each data point
(tem perature, coupling constant, lattice size). G lobal
moves' which Ip the Hubbard-Stratonovich variables for
all in aginary tin es at a given spatial site were ncluded
so that at stronger couplings, transitions between di er-
ent densities are facilitated. [}5]

W e have also carried out an Isihg type expansion for
this system at T = 0 using a linked-clister m ethod.[16]
Sin ilarexpansionsw ere previously done for the H ubbard
m odelon the square ]attjce.i_lj:] To perform the serdes ex—
pansion, one neads to introduce an Ising interaction into
the Hubbard Ham iltonian, and divide the H am iltonian
Into an unperturbed Ham iltonian H o) and a perturba-
tion H ) as ollows,

H = H0+ H]_
X X 1 1
Ho = J (f5+D+U (a8 T] 5)(1'11# E)
hiji i
X
Hp = [ J(f5+1) td g +he))l
hiji
where 7= nys ny,and isthe expansion param eter.

Note that we are prin arily interested In the behavior
of the system at = 1, at which point the Ising tem
cancels between H( and H;. The strength of the Ising
Interaction can be varied to im prove convergence, and
it proves usefiil to keep it of order £=U .[[1] The I its

= 0 and = 1 corresgoond to the Ising m odel and the
original m odel, respectively. The unperturbed ground
state is the usualN eel state. T he Ising serdes have been
calculated to order 15 for the ground state energy, the
staggered m agnetization M , and the square of the local
moment Ly, I_l]'], and to order '3 for the uniform m ag-
netic susceptibility -, . The resuling power series in
fort=U = 0:15 and J=U = 0:0225 are presented in Tabl
1.

In addition to the ground state properties, we also com —
pute the spin-wave dispersion (o order '3) and the
digpersion 1, of 1-hole doped to half lled system (to
order ). The ca]cu]atJon of the dJSpeI'S:IOH Jnvo]yes a
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FIG.2: Density asa function of chem ical potential at
weak coupling (U = 2t). isnotpinned at one, but inm edi-
ately begins to shit when € 0: there isno M ott gap.

dispersions can be w ritten in the follow ing form

X X 1 P
&k xiky) = ga-l,.j,p P cos@kx=2) cos( 3jk,=2)
p 13 .
+ cos[(i+ 3jky=4]cos[ 3G Ik,)=4]
P -
+ cos[i 3jky=4]lcos[ 3@+ jk,=4]

In Table II, we list the serdes coe cients a j;5,, ort=U =
045 and J=U = 00225. The series for other couplings
are available from the authors upon request.

ITII. QUANTUM PHASE TRANSITION

W e begin by exam Ining the evidence for a phase tran-
sition in the m odel. First, we present results from the
quantum m onte carlo sin ulations, which can, in princi-
pl, address arbirary t=U ratios.

A . Com pressibility

The M ott m etal{ insulator transition is signalled by a
vanishing compressbilty = @ =@ . We show asa
function of for = 8andU = 2t Fig.2) andU = 7t
Fig. 3). There is a clear qualitative di erence in behav-
jor. For weak coupling, Inm ediately shifts from half-

Iling as Increases from zero, while at strong coupling,
rem alnspinned at = 1 outto nie

In Fig. 4 we show the 1ling as a function of U at a
an allnon-zero value of the chem icalpotential ¢ = 020.
Weseethat (! 1atU 5t, signalling the onset ofthe
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FIG.3: Density asa function of chem icalpotential at
strong coupling (U = 7t). There is clear evidence for a M ott

gap.
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FIG.4: The dierence in the value of the density  from
half- Iling at smnall nonzero ( = 02t is a measure of the
presence the M ott gap. Herewe see (o) ! 1 and hence a

gap opensat U=t 5.

B . Spin Correlations and A ntiferrom agnetic
Susceptibility

To study the m agnetic behavior, we m easure the real
space spn correlations,

Gz (¥) = 1S, (r)S, (0)i
G (@ = @®s: 0)i

Sz (£) = ngn Dry

St @) = CluCetj
and their Fourier transfom s,

S.. Q)= eiq E;zz (r)

X .
Sy @)= et & (o:
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FIG .5: The antiferrom agnetic structure factor is shown asa
function of inverse tem perature  and di erent lattices sizes
L atU=t= 7. At Iow (high T) the correlation length is
short, and S ( ; ) is ndependent of L. At large ,S( ; )
growswih L.

At T = 0 and In the antiferrom agnetically ordered
phase at large U=t, the real space correlation will go
asym ptotically to a non—zero valuem ?=3 at Jarge separa-
tions r. In our nite tem perature sin ulations, we access
the T = 0 lin i by cooling the system to the point w here
the correlation length exceeds the lattice size. In this
case, the structure factor w ill grow linearly w ith lattice
size N . M ore precisely, the structure factor w ill obey,

15() =3+ a=L
— =m = a=L;
NS«

where L isthe linear lattice sjze.[_1-§‘] In the param agnetic
phase at an allU =t, the structure factor w illbe indepen—
dent ofN , and hence S ()=N willvanish asN ! 1 .

InFig.5weshow S ( ; ) asa function of inverse tem -
perature  for di erent lattice sizesat U=t = 7. Fig. 6
show s the associated scaling plot. Also shown In Fig. 6
is the value of c(r) for the largest separations on our -
nie lattices. This quantity should scale w ith the same
intercept m =3 but a di erent nite size correction. W e
see that the system is in an antiferrom agnetically ordered
phase for this coupling.

Figs. 78 show analogousplotsat U=t= 6. The order
param eter is still non—zero, but is quite an all. Sim ilar
plots for U=t = 5 are consistent w ith the vanishing of
Iong range order. W hile we cannot pin down the location
ofthe quantum phase transition exactly, a com parison of
this analysis w ith the com pressibility of Fig. 3 suggests
that the vanishing of the com pressbility gap and the an—
tiferrom agnetic order occur very close to each other and
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FIG. 6: The scald structure factor ( lled triangles) and
soin correlation function ( lled squares) at large distance are
shown for large as a function of the inverse linear dim en—
sion for U=t= 7. The lines are kast squares tsto the data.
T hese quantities scale to a nonzero value of the order param —
eter (square of the staggered m agnetization) in the them o-
dynam ic lim it 1=L ! O.
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FIG.7: SameasFig.5 except U=t= 6.

C. Results from Series Expansions

W e now present results from the Ising type series ex—
pansions. T hese expansions are only valid in them agnet—
ically ordered phase, and thus can only access the prop—
erties of the system forU > U..

In Fjg.-r_é and Fjg.t_L-(_]', we show the sublattice m agneti-
zation and uniform susceptbility. The QM C results for
the sublattice m agnetization are also shown. The two
agree w ith each other for sm all t=U . T he uncertainties
Increase as the transition is approached. QM C results
suggest a m ore abrupt drop to zero around U=t 5,
w hereas the serdes results suggest a gradualdecrease w ith
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FIG.8: SameasFig. 6 except U=t= 6.
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FIG . 9: The staggered m agnetization versus t=U obtained
from serdes expansions and quantum m onte carlo sin ulations.
The lines pining the points are a guide to the eye. See text
for m ore discussion.

variabl t=U but rather in an auxiliary variable , it is
di cul to locate the true critical point U =t and obtain
the criticalproperties. H ow ever, since w e expect the crit—
icalexponent tobe lessthan one, the true curve should
com e to zero w ith an In nite slope. T hus, from the series
results alone, one would estim ate U=t 4, and thisisin
agreem ent w ith the estin ate from the susceptibility -
shown in Fig. 0.

Next, n Fig. :_L]_.:, we show the spin-wave dispersion
along high-sym m etry cuts through the B rillouin zone for
=U = 0, together w ith the dispersion obtained from

rst and second order spin-wave results for the Heisen—
bergm odelon a honeycom b ]attjoef_lgl], w hich should ap—
proach the dispersion for the H ubbard m odelin the large
U Im it. W e can see that the dispersion has itsm inin um
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FIG.10: The uniform susceptbility U , versus t=U ob-

tained from series expansion.

berg m odel on a honeycomb lattice has a maxinum at
W point, while for the Hubbard m ode], this is only true
forvery an allt=U . A Iready fort=U = 0:, the energy at
W points is reduced, and the m axin um m oves to the K
point.

Also, In gure :_l-Zj we show the 1l-hole dispersion for
selected values of t=U , where we can see that the m In—
Inum and maximum gaps are at the W and points,
respectively. This dispersion is quite di erent from the
case of the square lattice, since there is no nesting of the
Fem isurface here. For the square lattice, the single hole
digpersion relation is anom alously at near the degener—
atepoints (O; ), (  ;0) ofthe B rdllouin zone, w ith the
m inimum ofthe dispersion at ( =2; =2) l_i@] Fjg.:_i_i
show s the m nImnum gap, ie. the gap at the W point,
and the bandw idth, w » vst=U . The gap closes
at =Uu 026, Indicating a transition to the sam im etal
phase.

To summ arize, study of both m agnetic and charge
properties using series expansions show a direct transi-
tion from the antiferrom agnetic to the sem im etalphase
around U.  4t.

Combining the quantum m onte carlo and series expan—
sion resuls, we estin ate the phase transition to be in the
rangeU.=t= 4 5. There is greater ntemal consistency
In the location ofthe criticalpoint ifwe restrict ourselves
to onem ethod. But, in fact, there are largeruncertainties
In both m ethods especially as the quantum phase transi-
tion is reached. H ow ever, both m ethods strongly indicate
that the M ott transition and the antiferrom agnetic order



FIG .11: P lotofthe spin-waveexcitation spectrum (k x;ky)
(in units of e ective J. = 4£2=U) along thepath KW in
the Brillouin zone (see the inset, where the m om entum for
, K, W points are (0;0), 2 =3;0), and (2 =3;2 =3 3),
respectively) for the system with coupling ratios t=U = 0:1
in the Neel ordered phase. A lso shown are the rst (dashed
Ine) and second (solid line) order spin-wave resultsfl9] for
H eisenberg m odel on honeycom b lattice.
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FIG .12: P lot ofthe 1-hole excitation spectrum  (k x;ky)=U

in the Neelordered phase along thepath KW in the Bril-

Jouin zone (see the inset) for the system with coupling ratios
= 005, 0.01, 015, 025.
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FIG .13: Them ininum sinhgle-hole gap
its bandw idth w vst=U.

w atW pointand

Iv. SIGNATURES OF THE QUANTUM PHASE
TRANSITION IN THE SPECIFIC HEAT

An inportant ob Ective of our study was to exam ine
the signature of the quantum phase transition in the -
nite tem perature behavior of the speci c heat. W e now
tum to those studies, which are based on the quantum
m onte carlo m ethod.

At strong couplings, one expects two features in the
speci cheat ofthe Hubbard Ham iltonian. The rst,ata
tem perature T  U=5, signals the form ation ofm agnetic
m om ents, @-]_;, :_éé] while the second, at a lower tem pera—
ture T J = 4t%=U, is associated w ith the entropy of
m om ent ordering. This picture has been veri ed in the
one-din ensional case using B ethe Ansatz technjqueSIZZ‘i
and (usmg quantum m onte carlo) in the two dim ensional
square{24 .25 and three dim ensional cubic lattices. 126
Interestingly, in the square lattice, the two peak struc—
ture persists to weak coupling where the energy scales
U and J have m erged. tZL] In one din ension, there is a
single peak at weak coupling.P7, 28]

The soeci cheat C (T ) for the two-din ensionalhoney—
com b Jattice is shown In Fig. 16 for di erent couplings U
and lattice size . = 12. For strong coupling, U=t= 6;7;8
there is a clear two peak structure. This is replaced by
a single peak for weaker couplings, U=t= 2;4;5. Agal,
this result is in contrast w ith the behaviorofC (T ) on the
square lattice, where a two-peak structure is evident for
allu=T l_i}'] It is plausible to conecture that the di er-
ence is the absence of long range antiferrom agnetic order.
T his suggestion is supported by the fact that coalescence
of the spec1 c heat peaks is seen In \D ynam JcalM ean

™=y o L1 ,=1_
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FIG.14: The speci cheat C (T) is shown as a function of
tem perature for di erent coupling strengths. In the antiferro-
m agnetic phase for U > U, the speci c heat has a two peak
structure. In the m etallic phase for U < U, there is a single
peak. The Universal crossing’ at T = 1:6t is discussed in the
text.

are restricted to the param agnetic phase and antiferro—
m agnetic uctuations are neglected.

This is, however, a rather subtle question, since the

M em in{W agner theorem preclides long range order at

nite tem perature. W hat is m eant, m ore precisely, is
that on a tw o-din ensionalsquare lattice, the Iow T struc—
turein C (T ) appearsw hen the antiferrom agnetic correla—
tion length (T ), beginsto grow exponentially asT ! 0.

The evolution from a two to a one peak structure
In C (T) is one interesting re ection of the underlying
quantum phase transition on the nite tem perature ther-
m odynam ics. Another way of exam ining this question
concems the low tem perature behavior of C (T). As
pointed out in the introduction, we expect a quadratic
tem perature dependence at both strong coupling (soin—
waves) and weak coupling (linearly vanishing densiy of
states at the Fem 1 level). How does the coe cient
in C (T) = T? evolve as one crosses between the two
phases?

Before we present the results for , we note that ex—
tracting is clearly a subtle num erical issue. On the
one hand, characterizesthe low T behavior, but on the
other hand, because of nite size e ects, which becom e
larger as the tem perature is low ered, one cannot use data
at too low values of T . T hus, our calculation of should
beviewed w ith som e caution. W hat we have done in gen—
erating Figs. 15-16 isto tthe data orC (T) to the T?
form over only a nite tem perature w indow : below the
peak In C (T) but also above the tem peratures at which

nite size e ects begin introducing a noticeable gap in
the spectrum . In Fig. 15 we show as a function ofU .

valie U=t 5 previously inferred from the com press—
bility and spin correlation data. F ig. 16 em phasizes this
feature by plotting the derivative of wih respect to
t=U asa function of t=U . A s we have noted, the speci c
heat ofthe noninteracting system cbeysC = @ = 0)T?
wih U = 0) = 4:, because of the linearly vanishing
density of states. Perturbation theory suggests that for
anall nteU, should increase quadratically from this
value. Nevertheless, iIn the vicinity below the quantum
phase transition, the value for extracted from the quan-
tum m onte carlo data looks rather Iinear in U, as seen in
Fig. 15. If = mU=tthend( )=d=U)= m=¢=U%.
W ith this In m ind, a lne show ing the functional fom

m={U)? withm = 2 isgiven and ts the weak cou—
pling data very well. The breakaway from this form at
strong coupling fiirther em phasizes the change in behav—
jor in the vicinity of the quantum phase transition.

In studies ofthe two peak structure ofthe speci cheat
on the square lattice, an interesting interchange of the
roke of kinetic and potential energies was noted.é]_]] At
large U, the tem perature derivative of the potential en—
ergy was the prim ary contrbution to the high T, mo-
m ent form ation’, peak, whil the tem perature derivative
ofthe kinetic energy drove the Iow T, lm om ent ordering’,
peak. However, at weak U the situation was reversed,
w ith the high T peak origihating in the kinetic energy.
W ith that separation in m ind, we plot ;n Fig. 17, for
the honeycom b lattice, the contributions of the potential
and kinetic energies to . It is the contrbution of the
potentialenergy to  which appears to have the sharper
evolution in the vicinity ofthe quantum phase transition.

Retuming to the speci ¢ heat versus tem perature,
shown in Fig. 14, we note the existence of a very well
de ned crossing point at T 1:6t. This crossing has
been observed previously in DM FT_,'Q-SE, 5(_3, :_5]_]] and in
the two din ensional square ]att:'oe.f_Z]_.u,:_Zé] Indeed, in the
form er case, two crossings were ocbserved, w ith the high
tem perature one being nearly universal, whilk the low
tem perature intersections w ere considerably m ore spread
out, much aswe observe In Fig. 14. It is also interesting
that the num erical value of the crossing is alm ost identi-
cal for the honeycom b and square lattices, despite their
di erent bandw idths.

Finally, we tum to the behavior of the entropy S. In
Fig.18 we show S as a function of U for di erent tem —
peratures T. At large U, the clustering of the curves
for di erent tem peratures near In (2) is indicative of the
existence of disordered m agnetic m om ents In a range of
Intem ediate T . The low tem perature m agnetic ordering
tendency is evident In the gap between the T = 02 and
T = 03 curves. AsU isdecreased, the screening away of
the m om ents is indicated by the T = 0:3 isothem drop-—
ping from In (2) to 0. It is interesting that this behavior
is so gradual. Finally at an allU one observes the m ore
or less equally spaced isothem s of free electron gas. T his

gure com plm ents the data of C (T) shown in Fig. 14,
since the entropy hang up at large U near In (2) is just



30 T T T T T T T
§
5 A L=12 T ]
v L-I5 T
B U=0 i
20 F . b
1sf . ]
© s
10 F izi i
e
st 8 ¥ p
] X °
o ®
0 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8
FIG .15: ,thecoe cient oftheT ? tem in the speci c heat

is shown as a function of U=t. The solid square isthe U = 0
value. T here appears to be a change in slope asU crosses Uc.
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the speci cheat, w ith respect to t=U is shown. T hisderivative
has a sharp change near the critical coupling U.. The solid
lneis 2=(=U)? (sce text).

Figure 19 exhibits the entropy as a function of tem —
perature. At weak coupling, there is a sm ooth evolution
from In(4) at high T to zero at low T . For strong cou—
pling, aplateau near In (2) nterruptsthisevolution, again
exhibiting a range of tem peratures w ith well form ed, but
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FIG.17: The separate contributions of the potential (y )
and kinetic ( x ) energies to the quadratic coe cient of the

speci ¢ heat are shown. y shows the m ore abrupt behavior
in the vicinity ofU.. The am alldi erencesbetween the valies
of obtained from the total energy, and the values ¥ + vy

from the kinetic and potential energies separately provide a
m easure of the uncertainties In our tting procedure.
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FIG .18: Theentropy isshown asa function ofU fordi erent
tem peratures. At large U the gaps between the T = 10 and
T = 2 curves and between the T = 03 and T = 02 curves
re ect the entropy loss associated w ith m agnetic m om ent for—
m ation and ordering respectively.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have studied the Hubbard Ham ito—
nian on a half{ lled honeycomb lattice using quantum
m onte carlo and series expansion m ethods. Both m eth-
ods strongly suggest that the m odel has a single con-
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FIG.19: The entropy is shown as a function of T for weak
and strong coupling. T he dashed and solid linesare the resuls
of quantum m onte carlo sim ulations on 12x12 lattices. The
sym bols are generated by an exact calculation on a two site
m odel for com parison.

netic phase at large U=t and a sem im etalphase at small
U=t. Quantum m onte carlo results for the com pressbil-
iy, which looks at the charge response ofthe system , and
the m agnetic structure factor, which looks at the spin re—
soonse, both suggest a transition around U=t 5. The
series expansion results for the sublattice m agnetization,
which isthe spin order param eter and the charge excia—
tion gap, which characterizes the M ott transition, both
point to a single transition at U=t 4. T he discrepency
between the quantum m onte carlo and series expansion
results re ectsthe uncertainties in the calculations, espe—
cially asthe criticalpoint is approached. T huswe expect
the transition to lie In the range 4 < U=t< 5, a resul in
com plte agreem ent w ith the previous work of M artelo
et al. B].

F inally, one of the goals of this work was to look for

nie tem perature signatures of the phase transition In
the speci c heat, as a guide to experim ental studies. W e
observe that around U. the speci ¢ heat changes from
a one peak (elow U.) to a two peak (@bove U.) struc—
ture. W e suggest that this is associated w ith the fact
that for U > U, the antiferrom agnetic correlation length
grow s rapidly as the tem perature is reduced. For weak
coupling only very short-range antiferrom agnetic corre-
lations exist, and the gpeci ¢ heat has no signature of
m agnetic order.

W e also studied the evolution w ith on-site interaction
strength U ofthe coe cient (U ) of the quadratic tem -
perature dependence of the speci ¢ heat at low tem per-
atures. Since the excitations which produce the T? tem
above and below the quantum phase transition are un-—
related, one m ight have expected (U ) to exhibit a dis—
continuity at U.. Instead, we found a sharp change in
the slope, d (U )=dU at U.. G iven the uncertainties in
obtaining (U ), from nitesize calculations, these re—
sults should be viewed w ith som e caution. E xperim ental
searches for such a behavior would be quie interesting.
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TABLE II: Series coe cients for the spin-wave excitation spectrum (k x;ky)=U and l-holedispersion 1y (kx;ky)=U . Nonzero
coe cients up to order ¥ frt=U = 0:5 and J=U = 0:0225 are listed.

{; 37p) i;im | digip) a;9m | digip) ayim | d3ip) aiim
spin-wave excitation spectrum (kK x;ky)=U
(0,0,0) 1350000000 10 *| (10,0,0) 2216091139 10 *| (10,3,1) 4.746162497 10 | (8,6,0) -7225113429 10 °
(1,0,0) -1350000000 10 *| (11,0,0) -1.393969235 10 *| (11,3,1) -1.099204748 10 | (9, 6,0) 2262498583 10 *
(2,0,0) 1111175434 10 *| (12,0,0) -5.637616584 10 *| (12, 3,1) -1.440323067 10, 6,0) —2.696906952 10 ?
(3,0,0) 2.082046617 10 %| (13,0, 0) -1.304334460 (13, 3, 1) 3.353557841 11,6,0) 6591260743 10 °
(4,0,0) -4.424242442 10 | (4,3,1) -1237981890 10 '| (8,6,2) -3.350958277 10 *| (12,6,0) 2.916010244 10 °
(5,0,0) -3.676674665 10 2| (5,3,1) -1.341231436 10 | (9,6,2) -1.098231382 10 *| (13,6,0) —2.568183304 10 '
(6,0,0) 9749111612 10 *| (6,3,1) 2171649093 10 *| (10, 6,2) -1.153863507 10 *| (12,9,3) -1.609104960 10 °
(7,0,0) 2153747460 10 %| (7,3,1) 1.086787464 10 *| (11,6,2) 7.460180712 10 °| (13,9,3) -8.451196579 10 °
(8,0,0) 9813204715 10 ?| (8,3,1) 2.930587649 10 *| (12,6,2) 7.410248941 10 °| (12,9,1) -9.742145152 10 °
(9,0,0) 2080499557 10 *| (9,3,1) 5.034160236 10 | (13,6,2) -1.092694552 10 | (13,9,1) -5.101138671 10 2
1-hole dispersion  1n (kx;ky)=U
(0,0,0) 5675000000 10 '| (7,3,1) 5.141564645 (8,6,0) -1.091561629 (9,12, 4) 2562349516 10 °©
(1,0,0) -6.750000000 10 | (8,3,1) -1258196166 10" (9,6,0) 5455143302 (10,12, 4) 2.676464885 10 °
(2,0,0) 6336614782 10 *| (9,3,1) -1.733463014 10° (10, 6, 0) 5.327561412 (11,12, 4) 1433265640 10 ?
(3,0,0) -7336392902 10 | (10, 3,1) -6.526403290 10° (11, 6,0) 8.443452858 10! (8,12,2) -2.978280918 10 °
(4,0,0) 2.938067768 a1, 3,1) 3.901815114 10° (6,9,3) 8189533379 10 °| (9,12,2) —2.049879613 10 °
(5,0,0) 1.013199055 10" (4,6,2) 2251112570 10 *| (7,9,3) 3.983472192 10 °| (10,12, 2) 2.139465782 10 *
(6,0,0) -1.702110647 10" (5,6,2) -6.420330616 10 *| (8,9,3) 1.025604453 10 *| (11,12,2) 1.146460686 10 '
(7,0,0) -1514268463 107 (6,6,2) 2127063569 10 2| (9,9,3) 4129584046 10 *| (8,12,0) 2233710688 10 °
(8,0,0) -4.655833834 (7,6,2) 6346958017 10 ?| (10,9, 3) -2.110091800 10 *| (9,12, 0) -1.537409710 10 °
(9,0,0) 2217144323 10° (8,6,2) -5148299650 10 *| (11,9, 3) -1.677872051 (10,12, 0) 1.604362363 10
(10, 0, 0) 3.740789745 10° (9,6,2) 2.603465931 (6,9,1) 4.913720027 10 *| (11,12, 0) 8.598244287 10 *
11,0, 0) 2.947388888 10° (10, 6,2) 2.034643910 (7,9,1) 2390083315 10 | (10,15,5) 1.895585905 10 ’
(2,3,1) 1238532110 10 | (11,6,2) 3.720022590 10" (8,9,1) 6168519384 10 2| (11,15,5) 1.687061931 10 ’
(3,3,1) 1.022641192 10 ?| (4,6,0) -4.502225139 10 *| (9,9,1) 2478775229 10 '| (10,15, 3) 1.895585905 10 °
(4,3,1) 7872629131 10 ?| (5,6,0) -1284066123 10 °| (10,9,1) -1.373111288 (11,15, 3) 1.687061931 10 °©
(5,3,1) 8219599490 10 *| (6,6,0) 4204959522 10 ?| (11,9,1) -1.064077735 10° (10,15, 1) 3.791171810 10 °©
(6,3,1) 6.643492076 10 '| (7,6,0) 1267005690 10 '| (8,12,4) -3.722851147 10 ®| (11,15,1) 3.374123863 10 °©




